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Rothman, Steven B. 2007. “Understanding Data Quality through
Reliability: A Comparison of Data Reliability Assessment in
Three International Relations Datasets.”  International
Studies Review 9:3 (Fall), 437-56.
Although recent data creation efforts in international relations have
begun to focus on issues of reliability and validity more explicitly
than previously, current efforts still contain significant problems.
This essay focuses on three recent data generation projects that study
international relations (the ICOW, ATOP, and River Treaty datasets)
and shows the successes and failures of each in assessing reliability
when generating data from qualitative evidence. All three datasets
attempt to generate reliable data, document the procedures used, and
present indications of data reliability. However, their efforts face
problems when assessing the reliability of their case selection vari-
ables, in the development of reliability indicators, and in the presen-
tation of reliability statistics. In addition to evaluating these recent
efforts to generate large-N databases, this essay clarifies the differ-
ence between generating data from qualitative and quantitative evi-
dence, explains the importance of reliability when coding qualitative
evidence, and provides ways to improve the assessment of the qual-
ity of one’s data.
Institute for Qualitative and Multi-Method Research to be
co-hosted by the Moynihan Institute of Global Affairs and
the Maxwell School at Syracuse University
Since 2002, the Institute for Qualitative and Multi-Method Re-
search (IQMR) has been held at Arizona State University. During
that time, the institutes have collectively trained 630 graduate stu-
dents and junior faculty in qualitative research methods. Beginning
with the 2009 iteration of the institute, IQMR will be moving to
Syracuse University, and shifting from January to June–July.
We anticipate that this move will bring several advantages. First,
the Moynihan Institute and the Maxwell School are providing sub-
stantial long-term support for further broadening IQMR’s activities.
Second, by moving to a June–July slot, we will be avoiding the Janu-
ary scheduling difficulties faced by attendees from universities on the
quarter system. Third, IQMR was previously bracketed by New
Year’s Day and the beginning of the ASU spring semester, limiting us
to two weeks. By moving to the summer, we will be able to have a
more flexible timetable. Fourth, in recent years we have seen a very
substantial increase in participation by attendees from European uni-
versities, and this move dramatically reduces the travel distance for
those students. Finally, the move to a venue with the standing of the
Maxwell School is further recognition of IQMR’s growing national
and international prominence.
Although our location and timing are changing, some things will
be staying the same. There will still be two ways to attend the insti-
tute: either through nomination by a member of the Consortium for
Qualitative Research Methods, or by successfully competing for an
open-pool slot. We expect to issue the call for open-pool applicants
to the 2009 institute in September 2008. Other aspects of the insti-
tute–including the high quality of its curriculum and faculty–will
carry over to the new venue.
Over the years, IQMR has been very fortunate in being able to
rely on the active support of several constituencies. Departments
and research centers have invested considerable resources in member-
ship in CQRM, and in nominating attendees to the institutes. IQMR
faculty have freely given their time and expertise, often for several
days in a row. ASU has been a generous co-host. The National Science
Foundation has supported the institute with multiple grants. And, of
course, the 600-plus attendees have worked extraordinarily hard to
make the most of their time at IQMR. We are looking forward to the
next phase, IQMR co-hosted by Moynihan and Maxwell, with great
excitement.
Andrew Bennett
David Collier
Colin Elman
APSA Short Courses Created (or Co-Organized) by
Division 46: Qualitative Methods
Wednesday, August 27, 2008, Boston, MA
Short Course 1: Multi-Method Research
Co-Sponsors: Qualitative and Multi-Method Research and Interna-
tional History and Politics Sections
Contact Person: Professor Colin Elman, CQRM, Moynihan Insti-
tute of Global Affairs, Maxwell School, 346 Eggers Hall, Syracuse
University, Syracuse, New York 13244-1020
Email: consortium@asu.edu
Registration: Faculty: $10; Graduate students: $5. Check should be
made out to CQRM and sent to Professor Colin Elman
Time: 9:00am–1:00pm
Location: On the premises of the APSA Annual Meeting
Instructors: David Collier, Henry E. Brady, and Neal Richardson,
University of California, Berkeley; Jason Seawright, Northwest-
ern University, Thad Dunning, Yale University
Attention has increasingly focused on how qualitative methods
can be linked to other analytic tools, including large-N quantitative
analysis and field experiments. To this end, methodologists have
urged scholars to “nest” their case studies within a larger quantitative
analysis (Lieberman; also Laitin), and to link quantitative dataset
observations with qualitative causal-process observations (Brady,
Collier, and Seawright).
Given that many political scientists are now convinced that
good research necessarily employs multiple methodologies, how can
different approaches be combined to maximize analytic leverage?
How useful are the multi-method techniques noted above? What
other procedures are available to political scientists? What are the
pitfalls associated with multi-method approaches? Do they some-
times involve using multiple methodological tools poorly, rather
than one tool with greater skill?
This short course will include discussions of most of the fol-
lowing topics: (a) The contribution of qualitative evidence to speci-
fying statistical models; (b) Conceptual confusion and causal infer-
ence; (c) Regression matching designs and regression discontinuity
designs; (d) Contextualized Comparison; (e) Conceptions of causa-
tion: common ground for qualitative and quantitative researchers;
(f) Case selection in qualitative research; (g) Natural Experiments,
instrumental variables, and the critical role of qualitative evidence.
Background Readings
Brady, Henry E., and David Collier, eds. 2004. Rethinking Social
Inquiry: Diverse Tools, Shared Standards. Lanham, MD: Row-
man & Littlefield. See, for example, Brady, Collier, and Sea-
wright, “Sources of Leverage in Causal Inference” (Ch. 13); and
Tarrow, “Bridging the Quantitative-Qualitative Divide” (Ch. 10).
Brady, Henry E. 2008. “Causation and Explanation in Social Sci-
ences.” in Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology. Janet Box-
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.996523
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Steffensmeier, Henry E. Brady, and David Collier, eds. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, forthcoming.
Collier, David and Colin Elman. 2008. “Qualitative and Multi-Method
Research: Organizations, Publication, and Reflections on Integra-
tion.” in Oxford Handbook of Political Methodology, forthcoming.
Fearon, James D. and David D. Laitin. 2008. “Integrating Qualitative
and Quantitative Methods.” in Oxford Handbook of Political Meth-
odology, forthcoming.
Gerring, John. 2008. “Case Selection for Case Study Analysis: Quali-
tative and Quantitative Techniques.” in Oxford Handbook of Po-
litical Methodology, forthcoming.
Laitin, David D. 2002. “Comparative Politics: The State of the Sub-
discipline.” in Political Science: State of the Disciplinein. Ira Katz-
nelson and Helen V. Milner, eds. New York: Norton.
Lieberman, Evan. 2005. “Nested Analysis as a Mixed-Method Strat-
egy for Comparative Research.” American Political Science Review
99:3 (August), 435-52.
Short Course 2: Designing and Conducting Field Research
Contact Person: Professor Colin Elman, CQRM, Moynihan Insti-
tute of Global Affairs, Maxwell School, 346 Eggers Hall, Syracuse
University, Syracuse, New York 13244-1020
Email: consortium@asu.edu
Registration: Faculty: $10; Graduate students: $5. Check should be
made out to CQRM and sent to Professor Colin Elman
Time: 2:00pm–6:00pm
Location: On the premises of the APSA Annual Meeting
Instructors: Diana Kapiszewski, University of California, Irvine
This short course addresses a variety of field methods and data
collection techniques to help analysts make the most of their empiri-
cal research. Topics include preparing for and conducting research
involving the direct observation of political actors, institutions, and
processes; unstructured and structured interviews; archival sources;
ethnographic study; and managing, analyzing, and evaluating data.
Although field methods are usually associated with “studying poli-
tics abroad,” we discuss techniques that may be applied both inside
and outside the U.S. A foundational premise of the course is that
planning for the effective use of field methods and the efficient collec-
tion of data are a crucial part of overall research design.
Analysts typically initiate their projects by mapping out their
analytic questions and identifying the data they will need to investi-
gate and to support their claims. Yet even if the research is well
planned and adequately funded, obstacles can arise. Key respondents
may be unhelpful or unavailable. Valuable archives and other collec-
tions of primary materials may be accessible only on a limited basis
or may be poorly organized. Data necessary for constructing sam-
pling frames for formal or informal interviewing may simply not
exist. Time or money may run out before essential data have been
collected.
This short course will help analysts to anticipate, identify, and
resolve many of the challenges involved in designing and conducting
field research. We discuss strategies that will allow the analyst to: (1)
convert the research design into a “to get” list; (2) identify and begin
to investigate data sources before leaving the home institution; (3)
make optimal use of relevant technologies (email, web, cell phones,
portable photocopying equipment, scanners, digital cameras, and voice
and video recorders); (4) respond to the availability of data not antici-
pated in the original research design, and to the inaccessibility of data
that were originally to be collected; (5) organize and manage the
potentially vast quantities of information gathered; (6) establish key
contacts and interact constructively with politicians, administrators,
and scholars in the host community; (7) cope with professionally,
politically, and personally uncomfortable situations; and (8) make
the transition from data collection to data analysis and writing in a
timely manner.
Participants will be provided with document templates that
may be useful when carrying out field research, including sample
correspondence. The course is valuable for students planning disser-
tation projects, for scholars who would like to develop or improve
their data collection skills, and for those who teach classes on re-
search methods.
APSA Working Group on Methodology:
New Perspectives on Qualitative and Quantitative Tools
August 28–August 31, 2008, Boston, MA
This group considers the alternative qualitative methods that are
available for political analysis. How does one choose among alterna-
tive methods? How can they be used most effectively? When and in
what way is it valuable to integrate qualitative and quantitative tools
in (a) addressing specific substantive questions and (b) doing innova-
tive research on methodology per se? Working-group participants
will attend short courses and panels on qualitative methods and meet
for discussion about their application. Participation in the working
group requires attendance at a Friday noon–2pm meeting, and (a) two
short courses and five panels; (b) one short course and seven panels;
or (c) nine panels.
The list of panels and roundtables eligible to satisfy the atten-
dance requirements will be posted at http://www.apsanet.org/
content_16440.cfm.
Coordinators: Colin Elman, Arizona State University; James
Mahoney, Northwestern University; David Collier, University of
California, Berkeley; and Andrew Bennett, Georgetown University.
APSA Panels/Roundtables Created (or Co-Organized) by
Division 46: Qualitative and Multi-Method Research
August 28–August 31, 2008, Boston, MA
Explaining Institutional Change:
Contributions from Historical Institutionalism
Chair: Peter A. Hall, Harvard University
Participants:
Tulia G. Falleti, University of Pennsylvania: “Infiltrating the State:
Health Reforms Under Authoritarianism and Democracy in Bra-
zil.”
Alan M. Jacobs, University of British Columbia: “Policymaking as
Political Constraint: Institutional Development in the U.S. Social
Security Program.”
Adam Sheingate, Johns Hopkins University: “Rethinking Rules:
Complexity and Creativity in the House of Representatives.”
James Mahoney and Kathleen Thelen, Northwestern University:
“How Historical Institutionalists Explain Change.”
Discussants: Peter A. Hall, Harvard University; Paul Pierson, Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley
Asking and Answering Questions about Law and Courts
Chair: Julie L. Novkov, SUNY, Albany
Participants: Bradley D. Hays, University of Nevada, Las Vegas;
Ryan J. Owens, Washington University in St. Louis; Jeffrey A.
Segal, SUNY, Stony Brook; Eileen Braman, Indiana University
Discussants: Lawrence Baum, Ohio State University; Pamela
Brandwein, University of Michigan
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Multi-Method Tools I: Using Qualitative Evidence with
Matching Designs and Instrumental Variables
Chair: Jasjeet Singh Sekhon, University of California, Berkeley
Participants:
Jason Seawright, Northwestern University: “Fine-Tuning Quan-
titative Matching Methods: The Contribution of Case Studies.”
Fernando Daniel Hidalgo and Neal Richardson, University of
California, Berkeley: “A Perfect Match? Case Knowledge and
Statistical Assumptions in Matching Designs.”
Thad Dunning, Yale University: “Model Specification in Instru-
mental-Variables Regression: The Role of Qualitative Evi-
dence.”
Discussant: Jasjeet Singh Sekhon, University of California,
Berkeley
Multi-Method Tools II: Concepts,
Indicators, and Equivalence
Chair: David Collier, University of California, Berkeley
Participants:
Naomi Levy, University of California, Berkeley: “Measuring
Identity: A Structural Equation Approach.”
Marcus J. Kurtz and Andrew Schrank, Ohio State University:
“Promises and Perils of Cross-National Datasets: Comparative
Leverage versus Case Knowledge.”
Jody Marie LaPorte and Danielle Lussier, University of California,
Berkeley: “Revisiting the Leninist Legacy: Conceptualization
and Measurement for Meaningful Comparison.”
Zachary Elkins, University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign and
John Sides, George Washington University: “Evaluating Mea-
surement Equivalence Across Contexts: The Case of Democ-
racy.”
Discussant: Colin Elman, Arizona State University
The Methods Café
Chairs: Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam, and Peregrine
Schwartz-Shea, University of Utah
Participants:
Farah Godrej, University of California, Riverside and Vicky Hattam,
The New School: “Contesting the Political Theory/Empirical Re-
search Divide.”
Joe Soss, University of Minnesota, and Frederic Charles Schaffer,
University of Massachusetts, Amherst: “Conversational and Or-
dinary Language Interviewing.”
Kamal Sadiq, University of California, Irvine: “‘Counting’: ‘Measur-
ing’ Phenomena that Bypass the State.”
Douglas C. Dow, University of Texas, Dallas: “Critical Concept Analy-
sis.”
Raymond Duvall, University of Minnesota: “Critical Constructivist
Analysis.”
Lisa Wedeen, University of Chicago: “Discourse Analysis.”
Mary Hawkesworth, Rutgers University: “Feminist Methods.”
Katherine Cramer Walsh, University of Wisconsin, Madison, and
Dorian Warren, Columbia University: “Field Research I (Partici-
pant Observation; Political Ethnography): United States.”
Jan Kubik, Rutgers University: “Field Research II (Political Ethnog-
raphy, Participant Observation): Overseas.”
Lloyd Rudolph, University of Chicago: “First-Person Narratives and
Subjective Knowledge: The Place of Diaries, Autobiographies and
Memoirs in Constituting Political Knowledge.”
Peregrine Schwartz-Shea, University of Utah: “Generalizing? Valid-
ity? Reliability?”
Ange-Marie Hancock, Yale University: “Intersectionality Re-
search.”
Julie Novkov, SUNY, Albany: “Legal Archeology.”
Kevin Bruyneel, Babson College: “Post-Colonial Analysis.”
Ernie Zirakzadeh, University of Connecticut: “Recasting Methods in
Light of Experience: Theorizing Before, During, and After Field-
work.”
Ido Oren, University of Florida, and Robert Adcock, George Wash-
ington University: “Reflexive Historical Analysis.”
Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam: “Studying Space.”
Emily Hauptmann, Western Michigan University: “Teaching
Qualitative-Interpretive Methods.”
Ron Schmidt, California State University, Long Beach: “Value-
Critical Policy Analysis.”
Teaching Interpretive Research Methods
Chair: Peregrine Schwartz-Shea, University of Utah
Participants: Emily Hauptman, Western Michigan University; Jan
Kubik, Rutgers University, New Brunswick; Peregrine
Schwartz-Shea, University of Utah; Robert Kaufman Adcock,
George Washington University
Discussant: Lisa Wedeen, University of Chicago
Causal Mechanisms and the Science of Politics
Chair: TBA
Participants: Bear F. Braumoeller, Ohio State University; Kevin A.
Clarke, University of Rochester; Christopher H. Achen,
Princeton University; Jake Bowers, University of Illinois,
Urbana-Champaign; John Gerring, Boston University
Reviewing Comparative Datasets: Democracy and Elections
Chair: Cas Mudde, University of Antwerp
Participants:
Cas Mudde, University of Antwerp, and Andreas Schedler, Centro
de Investigacion y Docenia Economicas (CIDE), Mexico: “The
Quantitative Skeleton of Comparative Politics.”
John Gerring, Boston University: “Measuring Democracy: A
Survey and Proposal.”
Jennifer Gandhi, Emory University: “Studying Elections in De-
mocracies and Non-Democracies.”
Renske Doorenspleet, University of Warwick: “Cross-National
Public Opinion on Democratization: Comparing Apples and
Oranges or Making Fruit Salad?”
Discussant: Michael J. Coppedge, University of Notre Dame
Process Tracing, Causal Mechanisms, and Theory
Chair: Alan M. Jacobs, University of British Columbia
Participants:
Pascal Vennesson, European University Institute: “Process Tracing
in Action: Bridging the Positivist-Interpretivist Divide?”
Deborah Welch Larson, University of California, Los Angeles:
“Indeterminacy and Causal Mechanisms in International Rela-
tions Theory.”
James D. Johnson, University of Rochester: “What Rationality
Assumption? Or, How “Positive Political Theory” Rests on a
Mistake and Why It Matters.”
Discussant: Alan M. Jacobs, University of British Columbia
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Using Data Appropriately
Chair: Craig W. Thomas, University of Washington
Participants:
Eleanor Neff Powell and Gary King, Harvard University: “How
Not to Lie Without Statistics.”
Gary Goertz, University of Arizona, Tony Hak, Erasmus Uni-
versity, Rotterdam, and Jan Dul, Erasmus University, Rotter-
dam: “Ceilings and Floors: Theoretical and Statistical Consider-
ations when the Goal is to Draw Boundaries of Data, not Lines
Through the Middle.”
James Honaker, University California, Los Angeles: “Measuring
Metaphor: A Quantitative Approach to Judging the Similarity
of Mental Models in Unstructured Interviews.”
Discussant: Robert K. Adcock, George Washington University
The Prospects and Pitfalls of Multi-Method Research
Chair: Bear F. Braumoeller, Ohio State University
Participants:
Amel F. Ahmed and Rudra Sil, University of Pennsylvania: “The
Logic(s) of Inquiry: Reconsidering Multimethod Approaches.”
Ariel Ahram, Georgetown University: “Why is This Region
Different From All Others?: A Mixed-Method Approach to
Region-Specific Research.”
Sebastian Karcher, Northwestern University: “Mixing Misaligned
Methods: Promises and Pitfalls in Combining Cross-Country
Panels with Case Studies.”
Ingo Rohlfing, Jacobs University, Germany, and David Kuehn,
University of Cologne: “Empirical Properties of Theoretically
Relevant Variables and their Identification in Small-N, Large-N,
and Mixed-Method Designs.”
Discussants: Bear F. Braumoeller, Ohio State University; Daniel
J. Hopkins, Yale University
Concept Formation in Practice
Chair: Fiona Barker, European University Institute
Participants:
Gary Goertz, University of Arizona, Kathy Powers, University
of New Mexico, and Douglas Gibler, University of Alabama:
“Reconceptualizing Alliances: How Contextual and Theoretical
Linkages can Fundamentally Change a Concept.”
Matthias vom Hau, University of Manchester: “How to Identify
Nationalism? Analytical Tools for Conceptualization and
Measurement.”
Kendra L. Koivu and Erin Kimball, Northwestern University:
“Contested Concepts as Causal Conditions: A Systematic
Method for Using the Constitutive Elements of a Concept in
Theory Building and Hypothesis Testing.”
Payam Mohseni and Leah Gilbert, Georgetown University:
“Contested Concepts: Mapping the Boundaries of Hybrid
Regimes.”
Discussant: Fiona Barker, European University Institute
Comparative Methods: Past and Present
Chair: James Mahoney, Northwestern University
Participants:
Robert Kaufman Adcock, George Washington University: “The
Curious Career of ‘the Comparative Method.’”
Svend-Erik Skaaning, University of Aarhus: “Assessing the
Robustness of QCA Results: Guidelines and Replications.”
Carolyn M. Warner, Arizona State University: “The Possibility
Principle and the Methodology of Comparative Case Studies of
Corruption.”
Etel L. Solingen, University of California, Irvine: “Theory and
Method in the Study of Nuclear Proliferation.”
Discussant: James Mahoney, Northwestern University
Gendered Campaigns, Gendered Media Coverage:
Female Presidential Candidates in Comparative Perspective
Chair: Barbara Kellerman, Harvard University
Participants:
Susan Franceschet, University of Calgary: “Evita vs. Hillary:
Media Framing of Cristina Fernández de Kirchner in
Argentina’s 2007 Presidential Campaign.”
Dianne G. Bystrom, Iowa State University: “Gender and U.S.
Presidential Politics: Media Coverage of Hillary Clinton’s Bid
for the White House.”
Rainbow Murray, Queen Mary, University of London, and Sheila
Perry, University of Nottingham: “A Right Royal Mess: Why
did the French say ‘non’ to the Opportunity to Have a Woman
President?”
Magda Hinojosa, Arizona State University: “Mediating Gender:
Female Political Candidates and the News Media in Latin
America.”
Melody Rose and Regina Lawrence, Portland State University:
“Hillary Rodham Clinton’s Quest for the White House: Dealing
with the Media as a Female ‘First.’”
Discussant: Barbara Kellerman, Harvard University
Re-Conceptualizing Majorities, Minorities and the State
Chair: Alain G. Gagnon, Université du Québec à Montréal
Participants:
Fiona Barker, European University Institute: “Embracing the
State: Identity Shift and the Evolving Concept of the State
among Sub-State Nationalists.”
Jaime Gerardo Lluch, European University Institute: “National
Identity and Political Identity: The Impact of Majority-Nation
Nationalism on Stateless Nations’ National Movements.”
Rinku Lamba, European University Institute: “Non-Domination
and the State: A Response to the Subaltern Critique.”
Discussant: Alain G. Gagnon, University du Quebec a Montreal
Weberian Methods for Contemporary Comparative Politics
Chair: David Waldner, University of Virginia
Participants:
Lawrence A. Scaff, Wayne State University: “What is Weberian
Theory?”
Stephen E. Hanson, University of Washington: “Weberian
Methodological Individualism.”
David Woodruff, London School of Economics: “Concepts for a
Non-Naturalistic Social Science: Understanding Weber’s ‘Ideal
Types’ and their Contemporary Relevance.”
Discussant: Deborah A. Boucoyannis, Harvard University
History and Politics: Legacies, Sequence, and Method
Chair: Daniel F. Ziblatt, Harvard University
Participants:
Jason Wittenberg, University of California, Berkeley: “Historical
Legacies: A Reappraisal.”
Jason Kaufman, Harvard University: “History Repeats Itself,
Until It Doesn’t: The ‘Re-Accomplishment of Place’ in 20th
Century Vermont and New Hampshire.”
Jennifer K. Smith, University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee, and Julia
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Azari, Marquette University: “Qualitative Historical Methods
and the Study of Informal Institutions.”
Giselle Datz, Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University:
“Politics in Short Time Frames: Stressing Timing and Sequence
in Analyses of Distributive Outcomes from Debt Crises.”
Discussant: Daniel F. Ziblatt, Harvard University
Don’t Know Much about History:
Confronting the Possibilities and Perils of
Using Historical Material in Political Science
Chair: TBA
Participants: Ja Ian Chong, Princeton University; Christopher
Darnton, Princeton University; Thomas M. Dolan, Jr., Ohio
State University; Pierre F. Landry, Yale University; Min Ye,
Boston University; Leonard C. Sebastian, Nanyang Techno-
logical University
Credit to the People: Historical-Institutional, Econometric,
and Mixed Methods for the Politics of Money
Chair: Leslie Elliott Armijo, Portland State University
Participants:
John Echeverri-Gent, University of Virginia: “Micro-Mechanisms
Versus Structural Variables: Political Economy of India’sFinan-
cial Market Reforms.”
Leslie Elliott Armijo, Portland State University: “Financial
Reform as a Qualitative Dependent Variable (over Time,
Regime Type, Income Level, and Cultural Distance).”
Regina M. Baker, University of Oregon: “Bringing the Third
World Back In: The Use of Tobit Models to Address Censoring
in International Finance Data.”
Herman Schwartz, University of Virginia: “Homes Alone?
Corporatism, Economic Growth and Housing Finance Sys-
tems.”
Discussants: Kathryn Lavelle, Case Western Reserve University;
J.M. Chwieroth, London School of Economics
The Nuts and Bolts of Challenging Fieldwork
Chair: Dorian T. Warren, Columbia University
Participants:
Lee Ann Fujii, George Washington University: “The Value of
Informal Relationships in the Field.”
Roselyn Y. Hsueh, University of California, Berkeley: “Conduct-
ing Research in Varying Contexts in China.”
Maiah A. Jaskoski, Naval Postgraduate School: “Interviewing
Mid- and Low-Ranking Officers in the Peruvian and Ecuador-
ian Militaries.”
Robin L. Turner, University of California, Berkeley: “Embodi-
ment, Positionality and Self-Presentation: Informant Percep-
tions and Fieldwork Strategies in Southern Africa.”
Discussants: Dorian T. Warren, Columbia University; Timothy
Pachirat, New School University
Human Informants: Interviews,
Focus Groups, and Ethnography
Chair: Joe Soss, University of Minnesota
Participants:
Paula Espírito Santo, Instituto Superior de Ciências Sociais e
Políticas: “Focus Group as a Qualitative Research Technique
to In-Depth Analysis of Politics and Community.”
Maria Fernanda Boidi and Luis Gonzalez, Vanderbilt University:
“Elite Interviews and Ordinal-Level Data Analysis: A Pro-
posal.”
Michael G. Schatzberg, University of Wisconsin, Madison: “See-
ing the Invisible, Hearing Silence, Thinking the Unthinkable:
The Advantages of Ethnographic Immersion.”
Discussant: Joe Soss, University of Minnesota
Taking Qualitative Comparative Analysis Seriously
Chair: Amy G. Mazur, Washington State University
Participants:
Dorothy E. McBride, Florida Atlantic University: “You’ve Done
QCA; Now What Does it Mean? Interpreting QCA Results in
the RNGS Project.”
Isabelle Engeli, Université de Genève: “Controversies, Public
Policies and Reproductive Issues: A QCA Analysis of Public
Policies in Abortion and ART.”
Edward P. Weber and Claire Metelits, Washington State Univer-
sity: “Saving Nature and Growing Crops in Uzbekistan: Ap-
plying QCA to Explain Policy Outcomes.”
Kendra L Koivu, Northwestern University: “Pathways to Perdi-
tion: The Many Routes to the Emergence of Organized Crime.”
Anna Kalbhenn, Swiss Federal Institute of Technology, Zurich,
Torben Heinze, Freie Universitat, Berlin, and Christoph Knill,
University of Konstanz: “Compliance in the European Union:
What do Configurational Comparative Methods Tell us?”
Discussant: Mona Lena Krook, Washington University, St. Louis
Mechanisms and the Dynamics of Civil War
Chair: Scott Gates, International Peace Research Institute
Participants:
Kristin Marie Bakke, Harvard University: “Explaining the Turn to
Violence in Center-Region Conflicts.”
Martin Austvoll Nome, University of Oslo: “Mechanisms and
Transnational Violent Mobilization: Turkish Involvement in
Cyprus, 1963-75.”
Jeffrey T. Checkel, University of Oslo: “Causal Mechanisms and
Civil War.”
Discussant: Jason M.K. Lyall, Princeton University
Context, Method and Analysis: Interpretive Techniques for
Understanding Other Political Systems
Chair: Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam
Participants:
Robert Press, University of Southern Mississippi: “The Impor-
tance of Interpretive Methods in Detecting and Analyzing Social
Movements in Authoritarian Countries: Contemporary Human
Rights Activism in Liberia and Kenya.”
Farah Godrej, University of California, Riverside: “Methodological
Lessons from Comparative Political Theory.”
Anthony Peter Spanakos, Montclair State University: “Taking
Methods to the Street(s): Interpreting Venezuela’s Two Poles.”
Kamal Sadiq, University of California, Irvine: TBA.
Discussant: Dvora Yanow, Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam
We Think Ideas Matter, But How Do We Know?
Chair: Judith A. Layzer, Massachusetts Institute of Technology
Participants: Deborah Stone, Dartmouth College; James A.
Morone, Brown University; Judith A. Layzer, Massachusetts
Institute of Technology; Laura S. Jensen, Virginia Polytechnic
Institute and State University; Leigh S. Raymond, Purdue
University
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Haggard and Kaufman, Development,
Democracy, and Welfare States
Chair: David Collier, University of California, Berkeley
Participants: Anna M. Grzymala-Busse, University of Michigan;
Evelyne Huber, University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill; Jonas
Pontusson, Princeton University; Tun-jen Cheng, College of
William & Mary
Discussants: Stephan Haggard, University of California, San Diego,
and Robert R. Kaufman, Rutgers University.
New Approaches to the Measurement of Ethnicity:
Identities, Institutions, and Power
Chair: Evan S. Lieberman, Princeton University
Participants:
Kanchan Chandra, New York University: “Which Institutions, if
any, Ensure Stability in Multi-Ethnic Democracies?”
Taeku Lee, University of California, Berkeley: “Through the
Looking Glass, Darkly: External Ascription, Self-Identification,
and Competing Approaches to the Measurement of ‘Race.’”
Evan S. Lieberman and Prerna Singh, Princeton University: “Insti-
tutionalized Ethnicity and Ethnic Conflict (1900-2000).”
Andreas Wimmer, University of California, Los Angeles, and Lars-
Erik Cederman, ETH Zurich, Switzerland: “Getting Ethnicity
Right: A Global Dataset on Ethnic Power Relations, 1945-2005.”
Discussant: Ashutosh Varshney, University of Michigan
APSA Poster Presentations Sponsored by
Division 46: Qualitative and Multi-Method Research
Vincent Boutet-Lehouillier, University of Wisconsin: “When
Social Networks Undermine Democracy: Nazi Paramilitaries
and the Fall of the Weimar Republic.”
Eric M. Blanchard, University of Southern California: “Con-
structing Critical Qualitative Research: A ‘Methodological
Turn’ in Post-Positivist and Interpretivist Political Science?”
David V. Edwards, University of Texas, Austin: “Constructivism:
Categories and Their Consequences for Social Theorizing.”
Daniel Kinderman, Cornell University: “The Strength or the
Weakness of Institutions? On the Ambivalent Meaning of
Corporate Responsibility and Industry Self-Regulation in
Different Countries.”
Jack W. Meek, University of La Verne: “The Role of the Re-
searcher in Collaborative Action Research.”
Jürgen Petersen, Johann Wolfgang Goethe-Universität, Frankfurt:
“Start Making Sense: Actors’ Conceptual Theories of Repre-
sentation in Cross-Contextual Comparison.”
M.J. Peterson, University of Massachusetts: “Ontology, Episte-
mology, and Inter-Paradigm Debates.”
Shawn W. Rosenberg, University of California, Irvine: “A New
Measure of Political Communication.”
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